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Summary and Background 
Transportation issues have been central to the public discussion regarding the 
preparation of an updated Comprehensive Plan for Clark County. This staff report 
represents a summary of the policy actions recommended by staff to the board in 
support of the comprehensive plan map defined by the board in the January 14, 2004 
work session. 
There are five policy actions related to transportation which the board may take in 
support of the updated comprehensive plan. One of those actions, adoption of a 
transportation element is included in the consideration of the comprehensive plan text. 
The others discussed in this staff report, for the board's consideration, are: 

1.   Adoption of amendments to the county's arterial roadway system (Arterial Atlas) 
2.   Adoption of a new 20-year transportation capital facilities plan constrained to the 

revenue identified in the Revenue Perspective. 
3.   Confirmation of the 6-year Transportation Improvement Program as the first 6 

years of the transportation capital facilities plan. 
4.   Amendments to the transportation concurrency standards contained both in the 

transportation element of the comprehensive plan and in Clark County Code. 
The balance of this report describes the analysis conducted in response to the January 
14, 2004 plan map. 

Analysis 
The analysis of the January 14, 2004 plan map followed the approach used with the 
prior plan alternatives examined in this process. The plan map was converted to 
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households and employment projections based on the yields from the vacant buildable 
lands model and the application of the expected zoning. As much as possible, the 
allocation of households and employment was reviewed with local jurisdictions and 
adjustments were made as needed to reflect local knowledge of development potential. 
Table 1 summarizes the land use assumptions used for the transportation analysis. The 
number of households and employees is larger than the numbers used to determine the 
20-year land need. This difference was the anticipated, because the January 14th plan 
map was completed with the assumption that further study would reveal the locations 
that should remain rural and be deleted from the area of urban expansion. 
 

Table 1 

Land Use Assumptions Used in Transportation Analysis 
(Approximations based on TAZ’s, which are often divided between jurisdictions) 

Urban Growth Area Households Retail Employment Other Employment 

Battle Ground 16,926 4,367 12,683 

Camas 11,722 1,427 15,764 

La Center 1,184 1,299 426 

Ridgefield 4,644 647 7,824 

Vancouver 134,908 46,469 160,659 

Washougal 3,820 735 3,168 

Yacolt 365 24 195 

Rural Area 32,988 975 8,022 

TOTAL 206,558 55,943 208,741 

 
The land use assumptions were input into the regional transportation demand model 
maintained by RTC to prepare an assessment of the likely demand on the county’s 
roadway system (assuming the list of improvements identified in the current 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan). The county’s transportation capital facilities plan 
project list was prepared by identifying projects that would address identified capacity 
deficiencies in the system given the likely transportation demand. The initial 20-year 
listing of transportation capital projects was supplemented by including those projects 
that are considered essential to the maintaining corridor level of service as identified by 
the county’s transportation concurrency program staff.  Many of these projects are not 
typically identified by the regional transportation model (e.g., intersection 
improvements).   The household and employment demand was tested by County staff 
on the combined transportation network consisting of the existing roadway network, 
improvements included in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan, and additional projects 
listed in the new Clark County Capital Facilities Plan. 
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Revenue Perspective 
The 20-year transportation capital facilities project list is constrained to the revenue 
expected by the county for transportation capital investment over the next 20-years, as 
identified by the Revenue Perspective. The revenue analysis estimates property tax 
dedicated to transportation (“road fund”), expected gasoline tax distributions to the 
county, expected miscellaneous revenue streams that accrue for transportation 
purposes and expected grants (as a function of local revenue generation based on 
historic trend). The analysis accounts for expenses not directly accounted for in the 
capital costs but needed in order for those capital facilities to be provided. The 
estimated available revenue for county transportation improvements over the 20 years 
of the land use plan is $536.1 Million (in 2003 dollars).  The proposed project list totals 
$535,060,000 of expenditures.  Many of the projects have pre-engineering estimated 
costs.   

20-Year Transportation Capital Facilities Plan 
Table 2 presents the proposed 20-year list of transportation capital projects. This list, as 
amended, should be adopted with the comprehensive plan. It will form the basis of the 
county’s portion of a future update to the joint City of Vancouver – Clark County traffic 
impact fee program.  In constraining the 20-year transportation capital project list to the 
available revenue, the existing (2004-2009) transportation improvement program was 
considered “protected.”   Areas of Focused Public Investment are identified in table 2 
next to projects that were identified in an assessment of regional transportation needs.  
In order to further provide for maximized mobility in these areas of economic 
development potential, a small reserve fund has been identified to assist with minor 
projects, cross circulation, and intersection needs.    
The first portion of the list includes projects already included in the 6-year 
Transportation Improvement Project (TIP).  The second portion, “priority A”, includes 
projects that have not previously ranked high enough to be included in the TIP.  The 
third and last portion has new projects that have not been reviewed in previous TIP 
processes. 
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Table 2 
 

Clark County, 20 Year, Transportation Capital Facilities Project List 
Location From To Project 

Type 
Lanes Estimated Cost Fund 

Status
FPIA's 
Served

     
Transp Safety 
Imp Prog 

20 yrs @ $600K/yr. On-going  $12,000,000 TIP 

Road 
Preservation 

20 yrs @ $2,700K/yr On-going  $54,000,000 TIP 

Envir. Imp 
Mitigation 

20 yrs @ $250K On-going  $5,000,000 TIP 

Neighborhood 
Traffic  

20 yrs @ $250K On-going  $5,000,000 TIP 

NE 162nd Ave NE 39th St NE Ward 
Road 

Upgrade 5 $10,600,000 TIP 

Salmon Creek 
(Betts) Bridge 

x x Replace
ment 

3 $350,000 TIP 

NE 117th/119th 
Ave 

Hwy 99 east of 
Salmon Cr.

Upgrade 3 $400,000 TIP Hazel 
Dell 

NE 134th Street Rockwell WSU Upgrade 3 $45,000 TIP 
NE 15th Ave NE Union Road NE 179th 

St 
Upgrade 3 $4,300,000 TIP 

NE 199th Street SR 503 NE 142nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $350,000 TIP 

NE 72nd Ave north of NE 
88th St 

NE 119th 
Street  

Upgrade 5 $8,600,000 TIP St. 
Johns 

NE 76th St SR 503 NE 142nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $3,600,000 TIP 

NE Covington 
Road 

NE 102nd Ave NE 76th St Upgrade 3 $15,000 TIP 

NE Hwy 99 NE 20th Ave NE 134th 
St 

Upgrade 5 $10,500,000 TIP Hazel 
Dell 

NE St Johns 
Road 

NE 50th Ave NE 72nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 5 $10,700,000 TIP St. 
Johns 

NE Ward Road NE 172nd Ave NE 182nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 2 $7,300,000 TIP 

NW 117th/119th 
St 

NW 7th Ave NE Hazel 
Dell 

New 
Road 

3 $6,000,000 TIP Hazel 
Dell 

NE 76th St NE 94th Ave NE 107th 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $1,600,000 TIP 

Hazel Dell Ave NE 99th St NE 114th 
St 

Upgrade 3 $5,000,000 TIP Hazel 
Dell 

NE 117th St Hazel Dell Ave Hwy 99 Upgrade 3 $3,800,000 TIP Hazel 
Dell 
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NE Heisson 
Road/244th St 

x x Upgrade 2 $400,000 TIP 

NE 137th Ave Fourth Plain NE 76th St Upgrade 3 $1,100,000 TIP 
Hwy 99 South RR 

Bridge 
NE 63rd St Upgrade 5 $4,200,000 TIP Hazel 

Dell 
NE 10th Ave Carty Rd NE 259th 

St 
Upgrade 2 $2,500,000 TIP 

I-5/NE 139th-
134th Intchnge  

NE 10th Ave NE 20th 
Ave 

County 
share of 
project 

3&5 $11,500,000 TIP 

NE 63rd St Andresen Rd I-205 Upgrade 3 $6,600,000 TIP 
NE 88th St Hwy 99 Andresen 

Road 
New 
Road/Up
grade 

3 $19,500,000 TIP St 
Johns 

SE 1st St NE 192nd Ave Parker 
Street 

Upgrade 4 $0 TIP 

Subtotal TIP   $194,960,000  

     
Andresen/Padden Intchnge Interchan

ge 
x $15,000,000 a St 

Johns 
Hazel Dell Ave @ 63rd Ave Int 

Upgrade 
 $0 a Hazel 

Dell 
Hazel Dell Ave @ 78th St Int 

Upgrade 
 $500,000 a Hazel 

Dell 
Hazel Dell Ave @ 99th St Int 

Upgrade 
 $500,000 a Hazel 

Dell 
Hwy 99 NE 99th St NE 117th 

St 
Upgrade 5 $3,300,000 a Hazel 

Dell 
NE 10th Ave NE 134th 

St 
NE 154th 
St 

Upgrade 3 $5,700,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 10th Ave NE 154th 
St 

NE 164th 
St 

Extension
/Upgrade

2 $6,000,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 119th St Salmon 
Crk Ave 

NE 72nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $10,800,000 a 

NE 119th St NE 72nd 
Ave 

SR-503 Upgrade 5 $11,000,000 a 

NE 119th St SR-503 NE 172nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $16,500,000 a 

NE 137th Ave Vancouver 
CL 

Fourth 
Plain 

Upgrade 3 $3,600,000 a 

NE 137th Ave NE 99th St NE 144th 
St 

New 
Road 

3 $10,000,000 a 

NE 137th Ave NE 144th 
St 

NE 159th 
ST 

New 
Road 

3 $5,000,000  

NE 137th Ave /142nd 
Ave 

NE 159th 
ST 

NE 199th 
St 

New 
Road 

3 $7,000,000 a 
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NE Delfel Road NE 179th 
St 

NE 184th 
Street 

Realigne
d 

3 $1,500,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 15th/20th Ave NE 154th 
St 

NE 15th 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $3,000,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 15th Ave NE 179th 
St 

SR-502 New 
Road 

3 $5,800,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NW 179th St I-5 NW 11th 
Ave 

Upgrade 5 $9,500,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 179th St NE 10th 
Ave 

NE 29th 
Ave 

Upgrade 5 $16,300,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

NE 182nd Ave @ NE 159th St Int 
Upgrade 

 $500,000 a 

NE 88th St Hazel Dell 
Ave 

Hwy 99 New 
Road 

3 $8,100,000 a Hazel 
Dell 

NE Hwy99 NE 63rd St NE 99th St Pedestria
n Route 
Completi
on 

x $2,500,000 a 

NE Hwy 99 @ NE 63rd St Int 
Upgrade 

 $500,000 a Hazel 
Dell 

Padden Parkway SR-503  New 
Interchan
ge 

x $17,000,000 a 

NE 179th St NE 29th 
Ave 

Cramer Rd Upgrade 3 $16,100,000 a 

NE 92/94th Ave NE 106th 
St 

NE 219th 
St 

Upgrade 
& new 
road 

3 $16,000,000 a  

NW 11th Ave NW 139th 
St 

NW 146th 
St 

Upgrade 3 $5,000,000 a 

NE 199th St NE 10th 
Ave 

NE 72nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $16,000,000 a Disc’ 
Corr 

Highway 99 NE 117th 
St 

NE 129th 
St 

Upgrade 5 $6,000,000 a Hazel 
Dell 

NE 99th St St Johns 
Rd 

SR-503 New 
Road/Up
grade 

3 $11,400,000 a St 
Johns 

NE 99th St SR-503 NE 172nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $14,600,000 a 

Rosewood Ave NE 102nd 
Ave 

NE 105th 
Ave 

Upgrade 3 $600,000 a 

Subtotal TIP + 
Priority A 

  $440,260,000  

     

Route Connection Resource for Focused Investment 
Areas 

 $20,000,000  FPIA’s 
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NE 139th St NE 50th 
Ave 

NE 72nd 
Ave 

Upgrade 2 $3,800,000  

NE 50th Ave Lalonde Dr NE 139th 
St 

Upgrade 3 $11,400,000  

NE 72nd Ave NE 119th 
St 

NE 219th 
St 

Upgrade 5 $47,500,000  

NW 209th St NW 31st 
Ave 

Delfel Rd Upgrade 2 $6,100,000  

ITS Corridor 
Completion 

  $6,000,000  

TOTAL     $535,060,000   
 
 

Level of Service Standards 
Even with the capacity provided by the improvements in the transportation CFP and the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, it is not possible to maintain the previously adopted 
corridor level of service standards.  The county population will increase by nearly 
200,000 residents.  The number of jobs will also grow.  With the assistance of economic 
development efforts by the County and others the number of new jobs is expected to 
also increase in proportion to the number of residents.  These two major factors, along 
with the projected increases in vehicle miles traveled per person, will result in levels of 
congestion and delay that will require a lowering of standards.  Table 3 provides a 
comparison of the existing level of service standards and those proposed for 
amendment. In some cases, no comparison is possible because a new transportation 
concurrency corridor is being proposed for addition to the system with the adoption of 
this comprehensive plan. 
Level of service standards serve both as a standard of measure in administration of the 
County’s transportation concurrency program and as a general indicator of congestion 
levels.  Goals of Transportation Concurrency and the Growth Management Act require a 
balance between land development and the transportation facilities serving that 
development.  The variables in this balancing include the growth rate, transportation 
investments, and level of service (LOS) standards.  Transportation improvement 
investments are projected into the future based on a “constant” of current revenue 
streams.  The growth rate was chosen from a range provided by the State Office of 
Financial Management.  The LOS standards are dependent on the first two variables 
(improvements and growth rate).  Maintaining current LOS standards; i.e. congestion 
levels; would require either increasing transportation investments through higher taxes, 
or a reduction in the chosen growth rate and the subsequent supply of buildable lands.  
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The following table indicates those corridors where level of service is being proposed for 
reduction.  Highlighted text simply refers to new corridor endpoints or segments.  
Changing LOS standards are in bold.   These standards have been analyzed and set 
based on 20 year projections in volumes and estimated changes in signalization.  
However, these standards do not guarantee there to be no concurrency testing failures 
during the 20 year period.  One purpose of the concurrency program is to prevent land 
development from greatly outpacing transportation services.  If specific areas of the 
County rapidly develop before the public and private investments are made in 
surrounding corridors, moratoria may occur.   
 

Table 3 
 

CORRIDORS Corridor Limits Description Minimum Travel 
Speeds (mph) 

CURRENT 

Minimum Travel 
Speeds (mph) 
PROPOSED 

North-South Roadways    

Lakeshore Avenue Bliss Road to NE 78th Street 22 22 

Hazel Dell Avenue Highway 99 to NE 63rd Street 22 17 
Highway 99 & NE 20th Avenue    
NE 20th Avenue (North) NE 179th Street to south of NE 134th 

Street 
17 17 

Central north of NE 134th Street to NE 99th Street 13 13 
South NE 99th Street to NE 63rd Street 17 13 
St. Johns Road NE 119th Street to NE 68th Street 22 22 
NE 72nd Avenue SR-502 to NE 119th Street 27 22 
Andresen Road NE 119th Street to NE 58th Street 13 13 
Gher / Covington Road Padden to SR-500 17 17 
SR-503    
North NE 199th St to NE 119th Street 27 22 
South NE 119th Street to Fourth Plain 13 13 
Ward Road Davis Road to SR-500 13 13 
NE 162nd Avenue Ward Road to NE 39th Street 22 13 
NE 182nd Avenue Risto Road to Davis Road 27 27 

East-West Roadways    

SR-502 NW 30th Ave (BG) to NE 179th Street 27 22 
179th Street    
West  NW 41st Avenue to I-5 22 22 
West Central I-5 to NE 72nd Avenue 22 22 
139th Street & Salmon Creek 
Avenue 

   

139th Street (West) Seward Road to I-5 22 17 
Salmon Creek Avenue (West 
Central) 

I-5 to NE 50th Avenue 13 13 

119th Street    
West Lakeshore to Hazel Dell 22 22 
West Central Highway 99 to NE 72nd Avenue 17 17 
East Central NE 72nd Avenue to SR-503 22 22 
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99th Street    
West Lakeshore to I-5 22 17 
West Central I-5 to St. Johns Road 22 22 
East SR-503 to NE 172nd Avenue 22 22 
Padden Parkway     
East SR-503 to Ward Road NA 22 
East Central I-205 to SR-503 22 17 
78th / 76th Street   17 
West Lakeshore to I-5 17 17 
West Central I-5 to Andresen (on Padden) 17 17 
East Central Andresen to SR-503 17 17 
East SR-503 to Ward Road 17 17 
Fourth Plain Boulevard    
East Central I-205 to SR-503 13 13 
East SR-503 to 162nd Avenue 13 13 
63rd Street    
West Central Hazel Dell to Andresen 22 22 
East Central Andresen to NE 94th Avenue 17 17 

    

 
Arterial Classification Amendments 
The county’s arterial classification system provides policy direction on implementing the 
roadway system that will support the adopted land use plan. With the plan update, there 
are four types of classification changes proposed: 

1. Application of urban arterial standards to existing rural collectors that will be 
included into an urban area. 

2. Amendments to existing urban arterials triggered by the capacity improvements 
identified in the transportation capital facilities plan. 

3. Amendments to existing urban arterials that were proposed by public agencies 
during the comprehensive planning process.  

4. Amendments to roads within current city limits that have rural road classifications 
that should be urban or are incorrectly classified.  These road classifications will 
be updated based on the adopted functional classifications of those jurisdictions 
that wish to participate.  Since these roads are under the jurisdiction of 
municipalities, mapping is for information only.  These arterial atlas amendments 
are not listed in this report. 

Rural Collector to Urban Arterial Reclassification 
These reclassifications are necessitated by the expansion of the urban area. Table 4 
lists the proposed changes.   
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Table 4 
Rural to Urban Reclassifications 

Urban 
Area 

Roadway From To Old 
Classification 

New 
Classification 

Vancouver NW 11th Ave NW 179th St NW 199th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Collector (C-2) 

Vancouver NE/NW 199th St NW 11th Ave NE 29th Ave Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Collector (C-2cb) 

Vancouver NE Delfel Rd NW 179th St NW 199th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Collector (C-2cb) 

New alignment 

Vancouver NE 29th Ave NE 179th St NW 199th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Minor Arterial       
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 139th St NE 50th Ave NE 72nd Ave Rural Minor 
Collector (Rm-2) 

Collector (C-2) 

Vancouver NE 72nd Av. NE 119th St. NE 139th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Principal Arterial 
(Pr-4cb) 

Vancouver NE 119th St. NE 128th Ave NE 172nd 
Ave 

 

Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Minor Arterial       
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 137th Ave NE 99th St NE 119th St New road Minor Arterial       
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 92nd / 94th 
Ave 

NE 107th St NE 119th St Rural Minor 
Collector (Rm-2) 

Minor Arterial       
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver / 
Camas 

13th St / Goodwin NE 192nd Ave Ingle Rd. Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Collector (C-2cb) 

Ridgefield 10th St Main St N 45th  Ave None Proposed C-2 

Ridgefield 10th St N 45th Ave  N 65th Ave R-2; Rm-2 Collector (C-2) 

Ridgefield S 5th St 65th Ave NE 10th Ave Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Collector (C-2cb) 

Ridgefield S 35th Ave Pioneer St S 10th Way None Proposed C-2 

Ridgefield S 15th St S 35th Ave S 45th Ave None Proposed C-2 

Amendments Triggered by the Transportation CFP 
There are several amendments to existing urban arterials and collectors that are 
recommended to ensure consistency with the proposed transportation CFP. The 
amendments in the Salmon Creek area are triggered by examinations of the system in 
response to the NE 134th / NE 139th / I-5 / I-205 interchange complex. The design of that 
interchange and the connected county roadway system is requiring these changes to 
ensure consistency and to correctly portray the emerging functions of these roadways. 
Table 5 identifies those amendments. 
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Table 5 
 Reclassifications to Support Transportation CFP 

Urban 
Area 

Roadway From To Old 
Classification 

New 
Classification 

Vancouve
r 

NE 119th Street NE 72nd Av NE 117th Av 
(SR 503) 

Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Minor Arterial 
(M-4cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 63rd Street NE 72nd Av. NE 94th Av. Minor Arterial 
(M-4cb) 

Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 63rd Street NE 94th Av. NE 107th Av. Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 17th Avenue NE 139th St. NE 15th Av. Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Delete 

Vancouve
r 

NE 20th Avenue NE 154th St. NE 159th St. Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE Union Road NE 154th St. NE 15th Av. Local Residential Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb)  

Vancouve
r 

NE Union Road NE 15th Av William Sm. 
Rd. 

Local Residential Urban Collector 
(C-2) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 20th  extension to 
NE 29th Ave 

NE 159th St NE 29th Av. Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb)  

Delete  

Vancouve
r 

NE 29th Av. NE Salmon 
Creek Blvd. 

NE 179th St. Urban Collector 
(C-2cb), (C-2) 

Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 10th Ave.  

 

NE 154th St NE 179th St Local residential 
or none 

C-2cb 

Vancouve
r 

NE 99th St St John’s NE 72nd Ave None Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Vancouve
r 

NE 179th St I-5 NW 11th 
Ave 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-2cb) 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb) 

Rural NE 137th Ave NE 119th St NE 159th St None Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Rural NE 142nd Ave NE 159th St NE 199th St Rural Minor 
Collector (Rm-2) 

Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

 

Reclassifications Identified During Comprehensive Plan Process 
During the Comprehensive Planning process, staff discussion with Public Works, 
Development Engineering and other transportation agencies indicated changes to 
existing roadway classifications that would better implement the goals of the 
comprehensive plan and ensure regional consistency in the transportation system. In 
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some cases these changes would bring the county’s arterial classifications into 
consistency with those adopted in the current Metropolitan Transportation Plan. 
 

Table 6 
 Reclassifications Identified During Comprehensive Plan Process 

Urban Area Roadway From To Old 
Classification 

New 
Classification 

Rural NE 72nd Ave NE 139th St NE 219th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Rural Arterial 
(New 
classification) 

Rural NE 159th St NE 112th Ave Caples Rd None Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Rural NE 154th St NE 112th Ave SR-503 Rural Minor 
Collector (RM-2) 

Local residential 

Rural Caples Rd SR- 503 NE 159th St Rural Major 
Collector (R-2) 

Rural Minor 
Collector (RM-2) 

Vancouver NE 159th St NE 20th Ave NE 29th Ave Local residential Urban Collector 
(C-2) 

Vancouver NE 192nd Ave NE 6th St NE 18th St Realign through 
Section 30 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb); change 
old segment to C-2 

Vancouver NE 18th St NE 182nd Ct NE 192nd 
Ave 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb) 

Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouver Mill Plain 
Extension 

NE 172nd 
Ave 

NE 192nd 
Ave 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb) 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb); New 
alignment 

Vancouver NE 1st St NE 172nd 
Ave 

NE 192nd 
Ave 

Pr-4cb; C-2 Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 9th/13th St NE 172nd 
Ave 

NE 192nd 
Ave 

None Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 119th St Hwy 99 NE 
117th/119th 
Ave 

Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Old -local 
residential; new  -
Minor Arterial     
(M-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 142nd Ave NE 76th St NE 99th St Urban Collector 
(C-2) 

Neighborhood 
Circulator 

Vancouver NE 187th Ave / 
Edmunds Rd 

NE 18th St NE 172nd 

Ave 
Local residential Urban Collector 

(C-2) 

Vancouver Highway 99 NE 20th Ave NE 134th St Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb) 

Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouver NE 20th Ave Highway 99 NE 134th St Has this been 
changed? 

Principal Arterial    
(Pr-4cb) 
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Vancouver NE 28th St NE 162nd 

Ave 
NE 172nd 
Ave 

None Urban Collector 
(C-2cb) 

Vancouver/Cama
s 

SE 20th St NE 192nd 
Ave 

NW 38th Ave Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

Complete link as 
Minor Arterial 
(M-2cb) 

 
The above amendments are proposed because they achieve one of four purposes: 

 To reflect changes to the alignments of existing or proposed roads 
 To extend or complete the grid of arterial and collector roads 
 To reflect observed changes in function or travel patterns.  
 To implement the recommendations of the Section 30 sub-area plan  

 
CONCLUSIONS: 
As discussed herein, each of the transportation policy components, as well as the land 
use map are interdependent.   Three variables can be manipulated based on County 
policies as well as community needs and values.  These three variables include the rate 
of growth, the level of transportation investments, and the LOS standards.  The 
preceding changes reflect a constancy in the land use allocation portrayed by the 
January 14th land use map, and projected transportation investments based upon 
current levels of taxes and grants.   With these two variables held constant, the LOS (as 
a measure of delay and congestion) will worsen.   
Alternately, the LOS standards could be held constant, or be allowed to worsen only 
slightly.  This would require either increased investments in the transportation system or 
a reduction in the planned growth rate.  Increasing transportation investments would 
require an increase in road fund revenues, generated by local property taxes.   
Reducing the growth rate would require a revision in the proposed land use map by 
reducing the size of the urban area expansion. 
The level of population and job growth possible within the current urban growth area 
will, in itself, increase congestion levels.  Urbanization is accompanied by higher traffic 
flows than are found in a rural or undeveloped area.  However, future levels of delay are 
rather variable based upon the specifics of the adopted land use map.  A review of the 
previous land use alternatives will reveal the different levels of congestion that result 
from differing levels of and distributions of growth. 
The purpose of this, and the other capital facility analyses, is to provide information 
upon which a final land use mapping decision can be made.  Staff recommends the 
adoption of a final land use map, Capital Facilities Project list, revised Level of Service 
standards, and amended Arterial Atlas.   
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